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MEMORANDUM.

Respondent-appelant appeals by ddlayed leave granted from a family court order terminating
his parenta rights to the minor child pursuant to MCL 712A.190(3)(a)(ii), (g) and (h); MSA
27.3178(598.19b)(3)(a)(ii), (g) and (h). We affirm.

The family court did not dearly er in finding that the Satutory grounds for termination were
edablished by clear and convincing evidence pursuant to MCL 712A.190(3)(a)(ii)); MSA
27.3178(598.19b)(3)(a)(i)).> MCR 5.974(1); In re Miller, 433 Mich 331, 337; 445 Nw2d 161
(1989); In re Hall-Smith, 222 Mich App 470; 564 NW2d 156 (1997). Further, respondent failed to
show that termination of his parenta rights was clearly not in the child’s best interests. MCL



712A.190(5); MSA 27.3178(598.19b)(5); In re Hall-Smith, supra.
Affirmed.
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1 We will not address respondent’s contention that the family court erred in terminating his parental
rights pursuant to MCL 712A.190b(3)(g) and (h); MSA 27.3178(598.19b)(3)(g) and (h) because only
one sautory ground is necessary to terminate parental rights. In re Jackson, 199 Mich App 22, 25;
501 Nw2d 182 (1993).



